REBUTTAL TO ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF
PROPOSITION lq

Proposition 19 Rebuttal

As California public safety leaders, we agree that Proposition 19 is flawed public policy and would
compromise the safety of our roadways, workplaces, and communities. Before voting on this proposition,
please take a few minutes to read it.

Proponents claim, “Proposition 19 maintains strict criminal penalties for driving under the influence.”
That statement is false. In fact, Proposition 19 gives drivers the “right” to use marijuana right up to the
point when they climb behind the wheel, but unlike as with drunk driving, Proposition 19 fails to provide
the Highway Patrol with any tests or objective standards for determining what constitutes “driving under
the influence.” That’s why Mothers Against Drunk Driving (MADD) strongly opposes Proposition 19.

Proponents claim Proposition 19 is “preserving the right of employers to maintain a drug-free
workplace.” This is also false. According to the California Chamber of Commerce, the facts are that
Proposition 19 creates special rights for employees to possess marijuana on the job, and that means no
company in California can meet federal drug-free workplace standards, or qualify for federal contracts.
The California State Firefighters Association warns this one drafting mistake alone could cost thousands
of Californians to lose their jobs.

Again, contrary to what proponents say, the statewide organizations representing police, sheriffs
and drug court judges are all urging you to vote “No” on Proposition 19. Passage of Proposition
19 seriously compromises the safety of our communities, roadways, and workplaces.
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